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DIGEST:

Where a protester reiterates an argu-
ment which was considered and rejected
in the original protest, a request for
reconsideration of the prior decision
dismissing the protest as untimely is
denied.

Twigg Corporation requests reconsideration of our
decision in ljig Corporation, B-204243, Octotber 28,
198), 81-2 CPD 358, in which we dismissed that firm's
protest concerning alleged deficiencies in the nego-
tiation process under Request for Proposals No. FA1608-
81-R-8502 issued by the Department of the Air Force.
In that decision, we concluded that Twigg's protesti was untimely under our Bid Protest PrQcedures because
it was filed more than 10 working days after the bases
of the protest were known or should have been known.
4 C.F.R. S 21.2(b)(2) (1981), We held that Twigg knew
or should have known of the bases for its protest on
July 9, 1981, at the latest, when it received specific
information from the Air Force concerning the nego-
tiation process. Therefore, since the protest was not
filed until August 3, it was untimely. For the follow-
ing reasons, Twigg's request for reconsideration is
denied.

Our Bid Protest Procedures require that a request
for reconsideration specify any error of law made or
information not previously considered in the protest,
4 C.F.R. 5 21.9(a). In this regard, Twigg's request
for reconsideration reiterates a previously raised
argument that the 10 working day protest filing period
did not commence on July 9 because the information it
received from the Air Force on that date did not include
a pre-award survey report on the awardee. This report,
in Twigg's view, contained evidence necessary to support
its protest.
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We considered and rejected this argument in the
original protest decision where we held that the con-
tents of the pro-award survey report, dealing with the
responsibility of the contract awardee, had no bearing
on the complaints raised by Twigg, In this connection,
we note that the 10 working day protest filing period
commences when a protester has initial knowledge of its
protest basest not at a later date when it has gathered
evidence to support its protest allegations. See, e.g.,
Advanced Marine Enterprisest Inc. a B-196252,2, February 7,
1980, 80-1 CPD 106, Twiq.g's request for reconsideration
provides no basis for considering this matter further,
W. ft. Grace, Iric.--Request for Reconsideration, B-202842.2,
September 21, 19'1, 81-2 CPD 230.

The request for reconsideration is denied.
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